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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 1,11 and 21 are objected to because of the following informalities: in the 
last clause of the aforementioned claims, "learning module compares the learner's input 
with the independent", the examiner assumes this a typographical error and considers 
the applicant's intention to be "learning module compares the learner's input with the 
independent sentence". The examiner has assumed this error corrected for treatment 
on the merits of the claims. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



3. Claims 1-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Parry et al. (US Patent 6,077,085) in view of Brassell et al. (US Patent 6,553,372). 
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4. Regarding claims 1,11 and 21 , Parry et al. disclose a system, method and 
storage medium for learning a foreign language comprising 

a sentence dividing module for dividing the independent sentence into a plurality 
of elements (analyzing a sentence and tagging its grammatical, syntactic and 
vocabulary components, Col. 3, Lines 21-30) and 

the sentence-making language-learning module changes the order of the divided 
elements to obtain a shuffled sentence and output the shuffled sentence to the learner, 
and after receiving an input from the learner the sentence-making language learning 
module compares the learner's input with the independent sentences and outputs the 
comparison result to the learner (Order Parts Activity and scrambled words of a 
sentence, Col. 23, Lines 18-31; Fig. 14). 

However, Parry et al. do not disclose but Brassell et al. do disclose 

a document receiving module for receiving a language document transmitted 

from a learner (Col. 5, Lines 33-35) and 

a document partitioning module for partitioning the language document into at 

least one independent sentence (Col. 5, Lines 33-35). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art at the 
time of the invention to supplement the teachings of Parry et al. with a document 
receiving module for receiving a language document transmitted from a learner and a 
document partitioning module for partitioning the language document into at least one 
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independent sentence, as suggested by Brassell et al. in order to allow the user to 
choose content for the learning experience that is attune with their foreign language 
expertise level and content that is suitable for their projected use of the foreign 
language. 

5. Regarding claims 2, 1 2 and 22, Parry et al. disclose 

adding at least one tag to at least one of the elements according to their 
attributes (analyzing a sentence and tagging its grammatical, syntactic and vocabulary 
components, Col. 3, Lines 21-30). 

6. Regarding claims 3, 1 3 and 23, Parry et al. further disclose 

storing the divided elements and the tag to a learner's database (Col. 3, Lines 
21-25). 

7. Regarding claims 4, 14 and 24, Parry et al. disclose 

the sentence-making language learning module further performs substitutions on 
the divided elements according to the tags (Grammar-Sentence Table and Grammar 
Principles Table, Col. 6, Line 59 - Col. 7, Line 8 (see Fig. 2); content expert drives the 
grammar tagging program to generate a sentence that satisfies a particular grammar 
principle, Col. 7, Lines 32-42 (see Figs. 3 and 4) and Col. 8, Lines 25-26). 



8. 



Regarding claims 5, 1 5 and 25, Parry et al. disclose 
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the sentence-making language module further performs mixings on the divided 
elements according to the tags (Grammar-Sentence Table and Grammar Principles 
Table, Col. 6, Line 59 - Col. 7, Line 8 (see Fig. 2); content expert dhves the grammar 
tagging program to generate a sentence that satisfies a particular grammar principle, 
Col. 7, Lines 32-42 (see Figs. 3 and 4) and Col. 8, Lines 25-26). 

9. Regarding claims 6, 16 and 26, Parry et al. further disclose 

when adding the tag to the elements, a sentence component database storing a 
plurality of sentence components is referenced (Col. 7, Lines 32-34). 

10. Regarding claims 7, 17 and 27, Parry et al. disclose 

the sentence components stored in the sentence component database include 
phrases and the tag is a phrase tag {Phrases, Fig. 2; tagging the database elements, 
Col. 7, Lines 20-22). 

1 1 . Regarding claims 8,18 and 28, Parry et al. further disclose 

the sentence components stored in the sentence component database include 
words with at least one form derivative and the tag is a form tag (Concept Tagging 
System, Col. 7, Lines 20-31; Special Criteria Features, Col. 9, Lines 12-17; Parent 
Search Text, Col. 9, Lines 36-44). 



12. Regarding claims 9, 19 and 20, Parry et al. disclose 
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the sentence components stored in the sentence component database include 
words with at least one category derivative and the tag is a category tag (prepositions, 
Col. 7, Lines 20-31). [Examiner has interpreted category as defined in applicant's 
specification (Page 6, Lines 16-17).] 

1 3. Regarding claims 1 0, 20 and 30, Parry et a/, further disclose 

the sentence components stored in the sentence component database include 
words with at least one interfering unit and the tag is an interference tag (difficulty, Col. 
6, Lines 47-58). [Examiner has interpreted interference as defined in applicant's 
specification (Page 6, Lines 18-19).] 

Conclusion 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Anward et a/. (US Patent 6,658,377) disclose a method and system for analyzing 
and tagging parts-of-speech in a portion of text and storing the elements in a database 
that includes correlation information. 

Bennett et a/. (US Patent 6,675,169) disclose a method and system for applying 
various tags to words according to their properties. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Minerva Rivera whose telephone number is (703) 605- 
4377. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:00 am - 6:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Talivaldis Ivars Smits can be reached on (703) 305-9508. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

MR 12/06/2004 
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